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1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important 
that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the 
abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal 
phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be 
avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in 
deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 



2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is not alone on a separate 
sheet and includes apparently extraneous matter such as "24" at the first line, and the 
word "FIGURES" after the Abstract. Correction is. required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



3. The spacing of the lines of the specification is such as to make reading difficult. 
New application papers with lines 1 Vz or double spaced on good quality paper are 
required. 



4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



5. Claims 1-6, 12-14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
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matter which applicant regards as the invention. In claim 1, lines 11, 12 and 14, "said 
target assembly" lacks antecedent basis for one such target assembly from line 10. 

In claim 12, line 24, "said second fastener" lacks antecedent basis or consistency 
with previous terminology. 

In claim 20, lines 13, 16, 21 and 23, "said target assembly" lacks antecedent 
basis for one such target assembly from line 1 1 . In line 22, "the party" lacks antecedent 
basis. In line 23, "said projectile" " lacks antecedent basis or consistency with previous 
terminology. Also, the claim ends with "and" and without a period, indicating the claim is 
incomplete. 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Zheng 
(2003/01 68360)(Figure 5). Disclosed is a portable party system (a party being such that 
the entertainment provided by the system renders a party) comprising a container (20a), 
a removable cover (50a), cooperating latch and catch members (66a and 68a), and a 
target attachment assembly (which fastens 70a to 50a) which may be secured within 
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the container. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zheng. 
Zheng does not disclose more than one user employing the disclosed party system. 
However, to have more than one user use the disclosed party system at one time would 
have been obvious, as one of ordinary skill would recognize that a competition between 
two or more people would be more entertaining, similar as the difference between 
shooting baskets by one's self would be an option or playing HORSE with one or more 
competitors would be an alternative competitive entertainment easily grasped by one of 
ordinary skill in the art of basketball. . 

10. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zheng in view of Rubin (2,534,067). Rubin discloses employing threaded connectors 
including a threaded bolt (27) and wing nut (26) to secure a hoop structure to a surface. 
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To modify the hoop attachment assembly of Zheng employing the common connecting 
means as disclosed by Rubin would have been obvious in view of the previous 
recognition of employing a threaded bolt and wing nut to secure a hoop to a surface, the 
type of connecting means not providing any new or unexpected result by its 
employment. "A combination of familiar elements according to known methods is likely 
to be obvious when it does no more than yield predictable results." KSR Int 7 v. Teleflex 
Inc., 127 S.Ct. 1731, 82 USPQ2d at 1396. 

1 1 . Claims 2 and 6 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Dependent claim 3 would also 
then be allowable. 

12. Claims 12-14 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

13. Claims 7-11 and 15-19 are allowed. 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Shown are containers containing target assemblies. . 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryon P. Gehman whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4555. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday through Thursday from 
7:30 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu, can be reached on (571) 272-4562. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Bryon P. Gehman/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3728 

BPG 




